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SCHMIDT UOWNPLAYS PRESENT ‘DIFFERENCES’ WITH U.S. 





LD112208 Hamburg DPA in German 2107 GMT 11 Feb 82 


[Text] Bonn, 11 Feb (DPA) -- Federal Chancellor Helmut Schmidt has warned against 
overemphasizing the present differences of views between Bonn and Washington. Speaking at 
a meeting of the German-U.S. parliamentary group in the Lower House, the chancellor said 
tonight that disputes had always cropped up in the past between the two governments, but 
they had always been able to bridge the differences because the firm foundation of common 
values and security interests had remained intact "and is still intact today.” 


Schmidt said that it was a very superficial view to assume that the question of how 
“vociferously or less vociferously” one should react to the Polish crisis endangered the 
coherence of the West. The serious economic difficulties now facing all Western countries 
and which might lead to “social destcbilization” in individual states were much graver. 
Schmidt warned strongly against a return to national protectionism and in this context 
clearly criticized the decision of the U.S. Congress against the purchase of armaments 
from allied countries. While he could understand this decision he could not approve it. 
Schmidt strongly pleaded for intensified contacts at a broad level between the Federal 
Republic and the United States. 


The U.S. ambassador in Bonn, Arthur Burns, said that the German-U.S. partnership must 
become still closer. He was profoundly disquieted by "noises" now heard in the U.S. Congress. 


This was due to mistakes of both governments and to misunderstandings. 


BUNDESTAG WELCOMES TROOP SUPPORT AGREEMENT 





LD111402 Hamburg DPA in German 1231 GMT 11 Feb 82 


[Excerpts] Bonn, 11 Feb (DPA) -- The Defense Committee today approved the planned 
agreement on German support for U.S. reinforcements in the event of a crisis or a war. 

A resolution, adopted by a majority, states that the committee sees the agreement as an 
important contribution to strengthening the conventional defense of the Federal Republic 
and Europe. According to information receivea oy DPA, the German-U.S. agreement will 
probab y be signed in Bonn at the beginning of March. 


Greatly military and political importance is attached in Bonn to the “wartime host nation 
support,” which provides for support for U.S. troops by the host nation in the event of war. 
The chairman of the Defense Committee, Werner Marx (CDU), stressed to DPA the importance 

of the German-American agreement. He emphasized the broad support within the committee 

for the project. He said that at a time when relations with Washington seem to be 

strained the agreement is all the more important because it substantially improves U.S. 
defense readiness in Germany and the German contribution. Furthermore, the U.S. promise 

to transfer additional divisions to the Federal Republic meets a firm Cerman wish. 


For the Social Democrats, Deputy Karl-Heinz Klejdzinski said that basically all measures 
and activities that strengthen the Federal Republic's defense capability are to be 
welcomed. The plans for strengthening the U.S. divisions will certainly serve to 
consolidate NATO. The agreement is a contribution to the concept of also safeguarding 
conventional forward defense. 


On behalf of the CDU/CSU opposition, Klaus Francke urged an early signing of the agreement 
with the United States in the interests of forward defense. 


BONN SUPPORTS U.S. CHEMICAL WEAPON DECISION 








LD101716 Hamburg DPA in German 1612 GMT 10 Feb 82 


[Text] Bonn, 10 Feb (DPA) -- According to Government Spokesman Kurt Becker, the Federal 
Government understands the decision of U.S. President Ronald Reagan to restart production 


of chemical weapons. 
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Speaking to the press in Bonn today, Becker emphasized that the United States maintained at 
at the same time the aim of persuading the Soviet Union to accept a “comprehensive and 
varifiable ban” on chemical weapons. The Federal Government hoped that the present 
“sovereign U.S. decision” would contribute to a change of stand in Moscow. Becker pointed 
mut that the United States had stopped production of chemical weapons 3 years ago and that 
the Soviet Union had not reciprocated. Instead Moscow had meamvhile built up a considerable 
potential of its own, and at the same time the Warsaw Pact forces had been trained and 
equipped for the use of chemical weapons. Becker also pointed out that the U.S. chemical 
weapons were artillery ammunition and bombs for aircraft which were not in anv way connected 
with the NATO dual decision on medium-range missiles. He further recalled that a stationing 
>f nonconventional, that is also chemical, weapons outside the United States could only 

take place in agreement with the alliance and in agreement with the state concerned. 


SPD disarmament expert Egon Bahr stressed in a North German Radio interview on Reagan's 
decision that the United States had the right to decide independently what it produced, 
but not on stationing. There was no U.S. declaration of intention and no steps had been 
taken to consult the alliance on stationing such weapons. "I would advise against it, 
because our answer in both cases would be no,” Bahr said. 

"TOUGHER’ CONTROLS ON SOVIETS IMPLEMENTED 


NC111152 Paris AFP in English 1106 GMT 11 Feb 82 


[Text] Bonn, 11 Feb (AFP) -- West Germany has imposed stricter controls on the movement 

of Soviet diplomats, a reliable source said here today. The decision was part of sanctions 
against the Soviet Union in connection with Poland, to which members of NATO agreed at 

a meeting in Brussels last week, the sources said. 


Although the movements of Soviet diplomats had always been controlled, “now we'll be a bit 
tougher in doing it,” the sources said. Soviet Embassy personnel in Bonn, excepting the 
ambassador himself, have been ordered to give 48 hours notice to the West German Foreign 
Ministry of any journey they plan to make in the Federal Republic. Informed West German 
sources said the government of Chancellor Helmut Schmidt could decide also to drop ongoing 
economic negotiations with the Soviet Union regarding river navigation. Since the start of 
the Polish crisis, West Germany has refused to grant any further loans to Poland. 





LDO91736 Hamburg DPA in German 1611 GMT 9 Feb 82 


[Text Bonn, 9 Feb (DPA) -- Chancellor Helmut Schmidt and the president of Togo, Gnassingbe 
Evadema, stressed the “particularly friendly relations" between the Federal Republic and 

the Republic of Togo in Bonn today. In a talk with Eyadema, the Chancellor also praised 
Togo’s moderate and stabilizing policy in its region and in the OAU. The talk in the 
hancellor's office marked the end of the president's 2-day working visit to Bonn. 
According to a government spokesman, Schmidt emphasized the need to support nonaligned 
countries like Togo politically and economically. They both agreed that keeping Africa out 
of the East-West conflict was a priority. The exchange of views, which together with a 
subsequent luncheon lasted for 2 and 1/2 hours, was also attended by Minister of State 
Hildegard Hamm-Bruecher from the Foreign Ministry and by SPD Deputy Chairman Hans-Juergen 


Wischnewski. 


Evadema had earlier received Economic Cooperation Minister Rainer Offergeld for a talk 

at Gymnich Castle, his Bonn residence. The talk focusedonthe political situation in 
Africa and cooperation in development policy between the Federal Republic and Togo. There 
was agreement that Bonn's assistance had proved very worthwhile. So far the Federal 
Government has allowed Togo, a former German colony, favorable credits and technical aid 
worth over DM430 million. Offergeld stated Bonn's basic readiness to assist a joint 
project between Togo and Benin to build a dam on the Molo border river for energy pro- 
duction. The project is intended to reduce Togo’s dependence on expensive oil imports. 
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L*HUMANITE TEXT OF MARCHAIS PCF CONGXESS REPORT 





1101237 Paris L*HUMANITE in French 4 Feb 82 pp 3-9 


[Apparent text of report by PCF Secretary General Georges Marchais to the 24th PCF 

Congress 3 February: “Building a French Brand of Socialism" -- passages within slantlines 
printed in italics; first installment -- further installments will appear in subsequent 

DAILY REPORT's] 

[Text] Comrades, the 24th PCF Congress is being held in an entirely new political situation. 
The responsibilities we have to shoulder are largely unprecedented. They stem from our 
party's original role. For ours is the party of working men and women. Ours is the party 

of those men and women for whom social change is a vital question. We are the party of 
socialism for France. 


We have duties. We have the duty to do what we can to fulfill the country's expectations. 

We have the duty to do everything in our power to highlight the prospects now offered for 
creating the conditions for progress. We are determined to do that. French women and men can 
count on the PCF to make a wholehearted contribution to the realization of change. 


Considerations and Lessons To Be Learned From the Past 


The draft resolution prior to our congress expresses our position on the present and future. 
But before doing so, it proposes considerations and lessons to be drawn from the past. This 

is vital. Indeed, recent years have been characterized by an intense political and ideological 
battle. They ended in the new situation which I have just recalled. They also saw our party 
suffer a major electoral setback last spring. 


A Debate on an Unprecedented Scale 


A very broad debate developed in the preparatory discussion for the congress aimed at deter- 
mining the causes of that setback. It was a debate on an unprecedented scale. ‘ever before 
had so many of our party cells met so many times during preparations for a congress. fFor 
almost 4 months the communists together analyzed their party's past action in an earnest and 
ardent manner in order to understand better what happened recently and what must be done now 
and in the future. They did this in complete freedom, without any pressure and without 
complacency. To help their examination, a discussion forum, which was opened in L'HUMANITE, 
made it possible over a 9-month period for the essential ideas contained in the hundreds of 
contributions received to be expressed, circulated and compared, with a freedom of tone and 
opinion that «ven our adversaries were forced to acknowledge. 


That debate nerurally related to the most recent period, to the campaign for the presidential 
election and, more generally, to the 3 years that followed the 1977 break. That discussion 
confirmed that, although our activity has not been free of faults, our party and its leadership 
have always had one intention and one objective: To pave the way for change in the best 
conditions. 


The Great Problem Facing Us 


But above all the vast majority of communists are agreed that it is impossible to reach a just 
and clear view of the problems encountered, especially between 1977 and 1981, without con- 
sidering the whole past historical period. And there is a fundamental reason for this which 
is connected with the very nature of the question facing us. 








nN 
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As I have just said, all our activity in the recent period has been determined by a 
Single objective: To win as many working men and women, as many citizens as possible, 
over to a policy which makes it possible to steer the country out of the crisis. It was 
that intention that guided us in 1977, when we refused to abandon the policy of change 
defined jointly with the PS. It was also that intention that was the focal point of our 
whole campaign for the presidential election, especially in the efforts we made to 
publicize and win approval for the 131 proposals of our party's struggle plan. 


However, we must admit that we did uur. attain that objective. Not only did we fail to 

increase the number of men and women who voted in favor of real solutions to the prob- 

lems facing the people and the country, but the movement around the force bearing those 
solutions, around our party, shrank. As I noted at our Central Committee meeting on 

25 and 26 June, the gap has widened “between the high level of the solutions which must 
necessarily be applied to overcome the crisis and the real level of the objectives for 

which it is possible to achieve broad support in the present political conditions.” 


That is the complex problem facing us. It is a problem our electoral setback merely 
revealed. 


Clarity Requires a Return to the Most Basic Level 


Therefore the aim is not to deny that a particular attitude in the battle we waged may 
have had a negative effect on the final result. But to seek the decisive causes behind 
the result at that level is a mistake. I will even say it is seeking cheap reassurance 
for yourself because it is failing to see that the causes for our setback are much 
deeper than that. 


Moreover the results of the elections last May and June did not come like a thunderbolt 
in a clear sky. Instead they continued and abruptly accentuated a tendency toward the 
erosion of our electoral influence -- a tendency we have been observing in elections 
since 1973. Going back earlier than that date, thev are the result of a longer evolu- 
tion which began back in 1958 -- an evolution in which our party's influence 
experienced fluctuations and vaccilated around a level considerably lower than that of 
the years between 1945 and 1956. 


Therefore, limiting ourselves to an examination of the recent period would be exposing 
ourselves to a superficial analysis without any future. As the draft resolution 
stresses, clarity requires us to pose the question of our strategy in its full extent 
and, so as to do that, “to return to the most basic level, to examine the overall course 
of our history in recent decades, the changes in the situation which have posed 
unexpected questions for us and the way in which we have answered them, in order to 
learn from them the essential political lessons." 


When undertaking and carrying through that examination we present-day communists must in 
no way place responsibility on previous party leaders and members. Such an interpreta- 
tion at worst stems from a malevolent questioning of intentions and at best a misunder- 
standing of our party's situation. 


Indeed, responsibilities are collective among us communists. We all shoulder then. 

The effort of critical examination we have made is that of the entire party. It is a 
lucid and politically courageous effort inspired by the will to define ways of attaining 
future success. And it is a collective effort in which -- let it be said in passing -- 
we fear no comparison with practices in all the other political parties. 


Therefore, over the past few weeks we have gone further into our consideration of our 
strategic lag we began 3 years ago at our 23d congress. The discussion dealt with all 
the questions raised and produced the broadest agreement on the ideas put forward by 
the draft resolution. 
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We are going to continue that discussion here. The delegates to the congress will be able 
to go over all the problems they want to discuss when they make their speeches. In this 
commection I would like to make a passing remark: Together with the comrades who expressed 
this concern in the discussion forum, I hope these 5 days of debate will be free, open, 

rich and useful, just like the 3 months of discussion we have just experienced together. 


The Essential Point: Our Strategic Lag 


Of course I cannot review all the strategic questions under discussion. I would, therefore, 

like to concentrate on the essential point, on which the communists have reached agreement; 

in other words this conclusion: Basically, the problems we have faced and are facing stem 
primarily from our party's lag in defining and proposing prospects for marching toward socialisn, 
and a socialism that corresponds to the general conditions of a country like ours in the age 

in which we are living; from the lab in translating that policy into a practice that encourages 
understanding of it and support for it from all those men and women whom ve want to win over 

and can win over to this fight. 


We see now more clearly that since the fifties our country and the world have experienced 
radical changes which have all highlighted the same fact: Capitalism's inability to answer 
the new questions raised by social development; its entry into deep crisis; the need to go 
beyond that system and to establish an original socialism in France. The question of changing 
society has gradually come directly onto the agenda as “the practical answer to society's 
urgent problems.” The socialist transformation of France has become the essential question -- 
the central question for the whole social movement. 


However, it took us 20 vears to give a practical definition, at our 22d congress, of a French 
brand of socialism and of a French way of achieving it. For }0 years we more or less remained 
prisoners of a “model” of socialism unsuited to our country and our age. 


The Repercussions of Our Lag Have Placed Us in a Weak Position 


That strategic lag has had important repercussions. It has had repercussions on our theoretical 
and political advances, which have all been deeply affected -- even the most important, 

and more generally it has had repercussions on our overall political approach. Indeed at the 
same time we wee leaving questions of the future more or less unanswered, we fought to create 
the right conditions for political change. It was to that end that we moved toward a wnion 
taking the form of a joint government progran. 


However, the existence of the joint program, by centering the political debate on the struggle 
for change, merely posed even more forcefully that same question of the prospects, to which 
we ourselves were not giving an answer satisfactory to the conditions in our country. 


Thus our difficulties were increased. My making do with proposing an intermediate step 
toward an objective which was inadequately defined and postponed until later, we ourselves 
helped weaken -- or even make people withdraw from -- the battle on the question, which was 
nonetheless decisive, of the nature of the changes necessary in French society. In addition, 
by signing a joint program in those conditions, we helped blur the differences between us and 
our partner, the PS, and at the same time we pushed broad sections of the people's movement 
toward the PS. 


That trend was made all the easier by the fact that the Fifth Republic institutions, and 
especially the system of electing the president by universal suffrage, which was introduced 
in 1962, tend to polarize political life and push to one side the political forces which do 
not seem in the best position to feature in the second round. Thus the opinion that the PCF's 
effacement in the PS" favor was necessary for victory gradually took shape. This was 
especially the case since, faced with this electoral system, which is particularly dangerous 
for democracy, we decided not to present a Communist candidate for the presidential election 
in 1965 and 1974. 
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All those contributory factors placed us in a weak position. 


By failing to place in good time at the forefront of our struggle the question of the 
lofty content of the solution the workers’ intervention should impose. We placed 
ourselves in a weak position compared with those who were encouraging a wait-and-see 
attitude, passiveness, and the delegation of power to administrators [etats-majors]. 


By failing to define precisely and in good time the French brand of socialism we vant, 
we placed ourselves in a state of weakness compared with those who were attacking the 
socialist countries and creating confusion regarding our objectives. 


Finaliy, by failing to assert in each political battle our party's original and inde- 
pendent role, we placed ourselves in a weak position in face of the attacks launched 
by the right and the employers. And we also placed ourselves in a weak position in 
face of the PS, which did not conceal its aim of significantly weakening the PCF. 


Carrying Through the Logic and Implications of the 22d and 23d Congresses 


We have come up against all that over the past few years; in 1977, when we were unable 
to maintain the direction and fundamental provisions of the joint program, and also 
during the presidential and parliamentary elections in 1981. 


It may seem paradoxical that we suffered the severest effects of this strategic lag 

at the very time we were trying to overcome it. But we had little time since our 22d 
congress in 1976 and our 234 congress in 1979. Above all the progress we made in this 
recent period was hindered by the consequences of our previous approach. Thus it was 
when we were drawing a new strategy and starting to implement it and promote it that 

we most strongly felt the difficulties connected with our historical lag. As the 

draft resolution explains, we found it “impossible, in a short space of time, to deploy 
all the new aspects of the strategy of the 22d and 23d congresses, which went in the 
opposite direction to the long-established attitudes accentuated by the logic of the 
joint progran.” 


Moreover, it would probably be an illusion to believe that the new situation has 
miraculously removed the difficulties we encountered or that a congress resolution 
would be enough for our strategy and the new political practice it implies to become 
the common possession of all communists. 





In many respects we still need to overcome the effects of our lag. Now the new political 
situation and the importance of our party's being able to play its role fully in it 
make it absolutely vital to achieve that as soon as possible. 


The work of our 22d and 234 congresses provide a strong and broad basis for doing that. 
Far from calling them into question, our critical examination leads us to confirm their 
full value and to throw our whole 24th congress into the effort to “carry through their 
logic and implications.” 


Well, in order to contribute -- together with the draft resolution -- to the congress 
discussion, I would like to devote my report to the questions raised in this way. I 
would like to devote it to the questions of the future: 


I <= The French Brand of Socialism 


What kind of society do we want? For what kind of society are we struggling? 


The draft resolution we have just debated replies in clear terms. We have made an 
irrevocable choice: A French brand of socialism; democratic, self-managing socialism. 
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That answer is neither hasty nor arbitrary. We first outlined it after the events of May 
and June 1968, in the /Champigny Manifesto/. Some 9 years ago we put forward for the first 
time the idea -- and I quote -- of a “French brand of socialism,” defining it -—— and I 
quote again -- as a “democratic socialism.” That was written in 1973 in the book "Le Defi 
Democratique.” "The PCF’S policy,” we explained then, “defines a French path to socialiss 
and a French brand of socialism.” 


Some 3 years later our 22d congress began to define the whole prospect of that original 
socialism and the path for attaining it. In 1979 our 23d congress extended our strategy 
of a democratic march to this socialism, which is itself democratic. 


We are more determined than ever to stand by that choice, for it stems from the most funda- 
mental facts of French society today. 


1. We Want a Just Society 


The society we are proposing is primarily a just society. Of course we do not pose the 
question of justice in the abstract, outside the realities of our country and our times. 

We are not living in the France of “Les Miserables” or “Germinal” or in a Third World coun- 
try. We are living in late 20th century France. 


In One Generation: Major Social Changes 


In this France, in the space of one generation, the scientific and technological upsurge 
and its effects on production, the development of social life and people's struggles have 
improved the standard of living and radically changed consumption methods and many vays of 
living. For instance consumption has quadrupled in 25 years. Today more than 9 out of 10 
households have a regrigerator, while only 1 out of every 10 had one in 1955. Some 8 out 
of every 10 households have a washing machine, whereas 1 out of every 10 had one in 1955. 
Some 7 out of every 10 households have an automobile, as against 2 out of every 10 in 1955. 
Some 9 out of 10 households have a television, as against 1 out of every 20 -- 18 times 
fewer -- in 1955. Some 7 out of every 10 households have a telephone, twice as many as 5 


years ago. 


This development has been accompanied by changes in relationships to property. For in- 
stance, sales on credit -- despite the traps they conceal -- are now commonplace; joint 
ownership -- despite the problems it raises -- has increased. 


These social changes cannot be measured only in terms of increased consumption. Indeed 
the face of French society has altered radically. Ours was a country whose population 
has been largely stable since the early 19th century. Since the liberation, the French 
population has increased by one-third. Ours was a covutry in which capitalism was pri- 
marily that of peccle like “Le Pere Goriot”: usurious, speculative and oriented toward 
colonial exploitation; a country with a largely archaic industry. In the space of 25 or 
3% years the colonial system was dismantled, national production quadrupled, the number 
of salaried intellectuals doubled percent and secondary school staff increased almost 
sixfold. Ours was a country in which the rural world had considerable influence. Some 
30 years ago 3 percent of Frenchmen were farmers. Today under 8 percent of the working 
population is employed in agriculture. Almost 9 out of every 10 Frenchmen live in cities. 
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Ours vas a country in which the traditional middle «lasses who were not wage-earners 

played a very important social and political role. They have been virtually wiped out. 

Today more than 80 percent of the population of working age are wage-earners. Ours was 

a country with largely ossified, frozen and rigid sccial structures. Many of those structures 
have collapsed. Human relationships -- in the enterprise and city but also in couples or 
families -- are undergoing radical changes. To give just one example with numerous effects: 
Since 1945 the number of female wage-earners has dovbledi. 


In short, in a very brief periodof time major changes have occurred in virtually all 
spheres -- production and productivity, consumption, education and living conditions. 
Factories, laboratories and nuclear power stations btave emerged. New machines dothe work 
of the human hand and brain. Aircraft and fast trains criss-cross our sky and land. 
Expressways have been laid out. Cities and towns have grown. In 25 years 

more schools and universities have been constructed than had been constructed since the 
Middle Ages. The French people have equipped themselves with social security and one of 
the best health systems in the world. Means of communication, trade and travel have 
widened their relations and horizons. 


A Deep Crisis in Society. 


Does this mean we have experienced a kind of fairy tale and that our country is like some 
“wonderland”? Far from it. Not only has real progress not solved all the prohlems, but 
the profit system has also limited, curbed and even reversed that progress itself. It 
has resulted in the birth and growth of a deep crisis in society. 


For instance, instead of improving the conditions of men and women at work, the introduction 
of scientific and technical progress has frequently led to a mass loss of positions 
[dequalification], to the spread of frapmented, repetitive and boring work, to the 

increase in the number of specialized working men and women. Instead of lightening the 
burden of work, the advances in production and productivity have in most cases increased 
exploitation. 


In the same way female employment has resulted in the overexploitation of female workers 
within and outside the enterprise. The extension of education has produced a corresponding 
increase in social segregation and a very serious crisis in education. Intensive 
urbanization has ostracized the rural world and has disrupted lifestyles and social and 
family relationships in the towns and especially in the big cities. from being a powerful 
means of information, communication and culture, television has largely become a channel 
of manipulation, obscurantism, standardization of ideas and ‘solation. Fifty percent of 
French people do not read or read very little. Fifty percent of French people do not 

go on vacation. 





Statistics sum up these inequalities: 10 percent of families possess 60 percent of French 
wealth, while 50 percent of families only pessess 5.5 percent. Even these figures are 
averages. In present-day France the maximum earnings gaps range from 1 to more than 100 
[as published]. A confirmationof what we have been saying over the past fev years: 
Poverty is far from having disappeared in France; social inequalities are far from having 
disappeared in France; social inequalities have become even more intolerable than in the 
past. That is the reality of the crisis affecting French society. 


A great deal has been claimed, alleged and invented by those who wish to sow illusions 
to conceal the causes of this situation. Indeed this crisis is not the result of 
circumstances. It is not the result of external of inexplicable forces. It is the 
crisis of a society -- the capitalist society. 
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The Causes of the Crisis: Capitaliss= 
What in fact are the causes of the crisis’ 


One cause of the crisis is the capitalist tendency to increase profits by reducing the share 
of the product given to the producers themselves, in other words, consumption by the people. 
But that tends to reduce the outlets at a time when technical progress can only bring in 
profits if production is increased on a massive scale. And that badly hits the rapid 
increase in the people's needs, which is conmmected with that same technical progress. This 
is the crisis of outlets. 


One cause of the crisis is the capitalist tendency to increase profits by draining and 
redeploying the available resources, not into the products most useful to people and to the 
country but into those deemed most likely to bring the best returns on capital. But that 
produces tragic closures and unemployment and all kinds of imbalance: between regions, 
between branches of the economy, between cities and rural districts, between imports and 
exports. This is the crisis of the national production apparatus. 


One cause of the crisis is the capitalist tendency to increase profits by massively in- 
cr-asing state aid to capitalist groups, but that increases the imbalance. This is the 
crisis of public financing. 


Ome cause of the crisis is the capitalist tendency to increase profits by trying to earn 
returns on capital by investments in foreign countries and by all kind of speculation. 
But that increases unemployment already caused by the crisis ir outlets and investments. 
And unemployment in turn affects economic development and profit. This is the crisis of 
exporting capital. 


One cause of the crisis is the capitalist tendency to increase profits by artificially 
inflating prices, by increasing financial costs ard other parasitic costs in an insane 
fashion. But this disruption creates problems for twe creation of profit itself. This is 
the crisis of inflation. And it is also the monetary crisis engendered by inflation. 


One cause of the crisis is the capitalist tendency to increase profits by overexploiting 
the workers. But that turns increasingly against maximum profit. Indeed today the workers’ 
higher standard of education and qualification and initiative and the reduction in the work 
week are all essential factors in economic progress. Overexploitation is a source of 
absenteeism, accidents, illness, falling production and a lowering of quality and even 
rejection of work. This is the crisis of work. 


One cause of the crisis is the capitalist tendency to increase profits by exploiting natural 
resources with a productivist intensity which challenges the laws of nature and leads to 
destruction, irreparable losses, waste and imbalance. This is the tendency toward crowding 
the workers together by imposing anarchical urbanization and turning the rural districts 
into deserts. Bui this plundering is reaching a danger level which is also threatening 
profits. This is tive crisis of the environment. 


All these causes are interwoven and they interact. These are the insuperable limite of 
capitalien. 


The Crises Can Only Be Overcome by Building a Different Society 


This system's only real aim is to amass increasing amounts of capital and to make that 
amassed money profitable in the short term and at any price. Therefore capital is not 


essentially a production factor, but ,.roduction itself becomes a factor in capital. The 
determining objective is not to manufacture products in the most useful, economic and lasting 
way but to produce an increase in capital. Thus the enrichment of a few prevails over the 


needs of all. “Money dominates the human aspect. 
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It is true that this system is making considerable efforts to adapt. But it disturbs 
the rational exercise of the economic functions necessary to the nation. It is 
incapable of using all the possibilities of science and technology, all the existing 
potential, for the people's happiness. Through its very efforts and whatever room for 
maneuver it still has, it is proving increasing unable to solve the crucial problems of 
social development. It is emerging increasingly as a force countering progress. 


This is the crisis of French society. It reflects the growing stagnation in the 
capitalist system in face of the rise of the productive forces and the growth of human 
needs. It produces absurd situations, chaos, and intolerable suffering. 


This is a structural crisis, a comprehensive crisis which affects economic, social and 
political life, the world of ideas and culture, behavior and morality. It proves by 
adding A to B that it is possible only to break this vicious circle by building a 
different society. 


In France today the majority of working women and men and young people are still 
excluded from a life worthy of our age. They face unemployment, job insecurity, price 
increases, lack of social, cultural and sports facilities, uprooting, frustrations, the 
weakening of personal relations, and insecurity. I repeat that millions of them can be 
described as suffering from "modern poverty," as we said in 1973 at our party's 20th 
congress. 


The aspiration to justice, therefore, has not been rendered irrelevant by the progress 
of the recent decades. Quite the reverse; the new inequalities big capital has created 
by distorting that progress are all the more intolerable. 


The Main Demand of Our Times: Justice 


A just society is, therefore, the main demand of our time. Our country needs such a 
society to overcome its difficulties. Human progress requires it. It corresponds to 
our most deep-seated conviction. 


/Justice first means full employment./ Indeed as the year 2000 approaches, how can any- 
body accept that a single man, woman or young person should still suffer the tragedy of 
unemployment, the humiliation and anguish of feeling rejected, thrown on the garbage 
heap and despised? How can anybody accept that the country's economy should still have 
this millstone around its neck? It is unacceptable. The right to work, the right of 
each man and woman to secure a good stable job and having the oppotunity of changing it 
is the first distinctive characteristic of the French brand of socialism we want. 


/Justice also means an adequate purchasing power, appropriate resources for each man and 
woman./ Indeed how can anybody in this day and age accept that men and women should be 
without the bare essentials of housing, food, and decent clothing, for obtaining health 
care with all the modern advances, for giving their children a good trade, for travel 
and entertainment? It is unacceptable. Adequate and increasing resources for all 
workers and retired workers so that they can organize their lives in material security 
and hence, especially, an improvement in the lot of the most underprivileged people and 
an end to all poverty is another objective of the French brand of socialism we want. 


/Justice also means radical changes in the conditions and nature of work./ Indeed how 
can anybody accept that socicty today should perpetuate what Marx called more than 100 
years ago “the compartmentalized individual, a mere agent of a retailing social 
functioning"? That is unacceptable. Work should not be merely the obligation to earn 
your living, but should enable the worker to express himself. The general promotion of 
the working class, with more specialized, interesting, rich, creative and responsible 
work, respect for the dignity of men and women at work, and in particular the reduction 
of semiskilled work -- that is another essential aspect of the French brand of 


socialism we want. 
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justice also means equal access t eaitnh care, equal access to education, sports and 
cuiture. indeed how can anybody accept at the end of this centurv that the workers should 
have a shorter life expectancy than others? How can anybody accept that their children 

F lan others? It is unacceptable. Fully realizing the 
right to health, introducing a democratic and modern reform of the national education system 


Wwe make no secret of the difficulties of the task. Making society progress while enabling 
all men and women to enjoy its progress is an amibitious objective. It presupposes 
t presupposes hitting out at 


excessive protits anc excessive incomes. It presupposes -- and we are not trving to hide 
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Undoubtedly it did, but not in proportion to the increased production. And at what 
price was this achieved? I have recalled that. 


Then the crisis came. 


Capitalism then told you: “Zero growth. Produce less and you will live better." Its 
propagandists were seen advocating a kind of “wartime economy,” “restrictions” and 
“austerity.” "Make do with little,” you were told. "Spend less. Make sacrifices.” 

The adverb “to> much" dominated those statuments: "You want /too much/. You are receiv- 
ing /too much/ medical care. There are /too many/ women at work; let them stay home." 
And so on and so forth. Only profits were spared that /too much/. 


In practice that means the maximum compression of direct and indirect earnings. "Well, 
of course,” they explained peremptorily, “that is necessary if we are to be able to 
export, to export at any price. So we will swell the profits.” And they added with the 
semblance of mathematical certainty: “Profits mean investment and investment means jobs." 


If only it were true! But all our experience belies it. Zero growth, austerity, incomes 
policy are all well-known to the French people now. Those cures are poisons. They lock 
France into the crisis. They simply confirm capitalism's effort to impose reduced con- 
sumption and more intense exploitation on the pepple at any cost, for the only valid 
growth for capitalism is the growth of capital. Zero growth perhaps, but not for profits! 


Our Choice of Society: A Human Growth 


That experiment has been tested. There will never be a way out on that path. For France, 
the future belongs to a new growth; a human growth that is neither austerity nor 
capitalism's blind productivisn. 


Capitalism is earning short-term profits. Creating a French brand of socialism involves 
replacing that with new and more complex but effective criteria of social and national 


profitability. 


Capitalism is the scourge of unemployment. Creating a French brand of socialism involves 
truly giving priority to employment in the economic strategy by making it the determining 
aim of any calculation and any orientation from the start. That implies a new kind of 
productivity. In some cases, for instance, that could lead to chosing techniques that 
maintain or create good jobs in preference to others that destroy jobs. 


Capitalism means suppressing needs. Creating a French brand of socialism involves 
replacing that by taking account of the real needs, of social progress, of the quantita- 
tive and qualitative improvement of consumption for the largest number of people. 


Capitalism means lack of, and sometimes rejection of, research, the inability to incor- 
porate the full extent of scientific approaches and results into production. Creating 

a French brand of socialism involves pushing the basic research and development effort 

to the furthest extent on as many fronts as possible and ensuring the vital and reciprocal 
link between research and production. 


Capitalism means distortions and disproportion between sectors and branches and imbalances 
between regions. Creating a French brand of socialism involves developing the national 
territory in a different way, taking account of all the new transportation and communi- 
cations possibilities, the relative independence of production units from sources of raw 
materials, and modern energy capacities. It involves developing all that is possible 
throughout the country and manufacturing French goods throughout France. 
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Capitalism means the destruction of nature. Creating a French brand of socialism involves 
organizing growth that is low in energy and raw materials, that is vigilant toward nature, 
air, water, the landscape and every living thing. It involves building cities on a human 
scale. 





In short, social progress, national independence, regional fairness, ecology and urbanism -- 


in fact all the great needs of our time -- require a new economic rationale, a new effi- 
ciency, a type of development in which quality and quantity are no longer mutually opposed 
but go hand in hand. It is a choice of society. 


Social Ownership and Private Ownership 


If this new type of development is to be implemented, it must be designed, directed and 
controlled by and for the workers, consumers and users and citizens. The economy must 

be controlled by men, not men by the economy. This control presupposes that the major 

means of production and trade become the property of society. It requires an adequate 

set of democratic nationalizations and an adequate development of the public sector and 
its guiding role. 


Nationalization is not a communist hobby-horse. The reason we attach vital importance 
to nationalization is simply that it is vital in order effectively to meet the present 
needs of a developed country like ours. It is ridiculous to think the new growth can 
be achieved with big capital at the helm. 


Does this mean we want to nationalize everything? We do not want a standardization 
contrary to the situation and to the needs in this sphere any more than in that of con- 
sumption or incomes. 


A French brand of socialism is inconceivable without individuals and families having 
the opportunity to own the home in which they live, their automobile, a second residence 
or other existing or future consumer goods. 


But it is also inconceivable without the existence, alongside the public sector, of other 
forms of social ownership -- cooperatives, friendly societies, associations, and communal, 
departmental and regional ownership -- and of an economic sector based on private property. 


I repeat, it is inconceivable. And it is inconceivable in view of the best solutions 
for developing French society. 


For instance, consider the small and medium-sized enterprises, or traders and craftsmen. 
This type of production and service, which has been developed in our country for a long 
time, offer undoubted advantages of flexibility, mobility and adaption to demand. Even 
the most modern kind of production should not imply solely mass production. In addition 
to that there is the capacity the small and medium-sized enterprises, commerce and crafts- 
men have for creating jobs in a decentralized way in the regions and their contribution 

to the life of towns and cities. In short, we are not granting the small and medium-sized 
enterprises a reprieve for some electoral or tactical consideration; we need them to 
develop a socialist economy. 


That does not mean the private industrial and commercial sector can disdain or neglect 
the workers’ rights. Quite the reverse. We maintain that the prosperity of those enter- 
prises cannot be achieved on any pretext at the expense of the working and living condi- 
tions of their employees, whose rights we defend with the greatest vigor. 
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Agricultural Ownership 


The same approac led us to define our position on agricultural ownership more than 10 years 
ago. The peasants’ role is vital for developing the economy in our times. It is also 
important for protecting the environment. In our country there is no need to ensure the 
peasants’ ownership of the land by an agrarian reform, which entails vast distribution 

and thousands of expropriations. One of the characteristics of French agriculture is 

that many of the peasants have owned their land for a long time. Therefore under the 
French brand of socialism the aim is to guarantee such ownership and its transfer by 
inheritance, and to enable the farmers who need it to have priority in buying or renting 

the available land. 


Nor is there any need in our country radically to reorganize agricultural production. 
Another characteristic of French agriculture is that is was devcloped and modernized mainly 
on the basis of the family farm, with high yields and a small labor force. The aim of a 
French brand of socialism is to encourage the continuation of modernization by just rewards 
for farming and by supporting the cooperative movement which already exists and which the 
peasants will develop in the way they wish. 


The Workers’ Intervention 


In a general way this set of economic changes forcefully poses the question of the intervention 
by the workers and citizens at all levels of choice, orientation and implementation. 


Today the employers still regard themselves as absolute masters in the enterprises. But 

this monarchical attitude is increasingly coming into conflict with the needs of production 
and of the producers. If they are to be developed, the productive forces require increasing 
creativity and initiative from the workers. The employers’ attempts to obtain those 
requirements are clashing with the outmoded nature of old heirarchies, divisions between 
decisionmakers and executives, between the managers and the managed. It is no longer possible 
to confine the mass of manual and intellectual workers to subordinate. purely executive tasks. 
As we have said often enough; the enterprise must stop being a latter-day Bastille. 


In the French brand of socialism participation increasingly will become the goal and driving 
force of economic progress. This radical change presupposes the creation of new social 
relationships within the enterprises. The aim is to enable the whole social movement to 

set its own development objectives. To do that, it is necessary to draw up with the workers and 
the population at all levels a democratic plan which will be implemented by contractual means 
and not by administrative directives. The national enterprises must be given the means of 
having real managerial autonomy. In a word, the workers must be encouraged to have real 

access to responsibilties at all ievels, and we must move toward self-management. 


3. We Want Democracy and Liberty 
France is a country of freedom. 


The cry of “Long live liberty" uttered by people upholding their rights against 

arbitrariness, humiliation and oppression has sounded down through our history for more 

than 1,000 years. In the Middle Ages it was the cry of the serfs in revolt against their 
feudal attachment to the glebe. It was the cry of the artisans, the tradesmen, the journeynen 
and the intellectuals “forming the Commons” against the nobles. Later it was the cry of the 
Humanists, then of Gassendi and Descartes, the Encyclopedists, the bold upholders of free 
thought. “Liberty, dear liberty,” the Marseillaise will sing across Europe. 


Through the Centuries of France's History: The Fight for Freedom 
All this history shows that sermons, proclamations and declarations have never been 


sufficient to produce a single scrap of liberty. Freedom is earned and upheld. It is 
a battle. 








« 
a) 
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Despite numerous failures and indescribable sufferings, the people's struggles for free- 
Jom -- too often ignored by official history -- shook the Ancien Regime. And this mainly is 
why the revolutionary bourgeoisie in 1789 ard 1793 was able to mobilize the people for the 
decisive assualt against feudalism. Since then, none of the freedoms which were preserved, 
extended or acquired have been granted by the bourgeoisie. All of them without exception 
were seized by the people, and increasingly by the working class. "Live free or die," the 
rebels of 1848 and the fighters of the Commune had on their flags. 


These liberties constitute a rich heritage. In our country -- as in very few other coun- 
tries -- franchises and communal immunities were established as early as the llth century. 
And as early as the 12th and 13th century serfs gained freedom at the price of daily re- 
sistance against lords and through powerful movements. Unlike the case of other regions 
in Europe, where serfdom, tyranny and ot antism prevailed until the 18th and 19th cen- 
turies and even to the threshold of the z‘ch century, in France nation and freedom devel- 
oped together right from early days. 


Thus the French people have learned to fight for freedom over the centuries. And every 
time thev abandoned themselves to those who misused the word “freedom” to lead them onto 
the paths of dictatorship, authoritarianism and personal power, thev paid a bitter price 


ror it. 


At the same time, rationalism, the critical spirit, individualism and love <i life, 
expressed both in popular traditions and in sublime creation, have stamped their seal on 
the consciousness of the Franch people. 


In short, the profound masses of the Franch people have seen for 1,000 years their own 
aspiration and, let us sav, their own existence reflected in the demand for freedom. 


We Are the Continuators of These Struggles 


We are the sons and daughters of those people. We are imbued with their mentality and 
we are the continuators of their struggles. To us freedom with peace is the supreme asset. 


Ever since 1920 we have waged a struggle with undiminished enthusuasm against all injustices 
and all oppression. We embarked on the path to freedom by opposing colonial wars from the 
Rif War in 1925 to Indochina and Algeria. We embarked on the path to freedom against 
fascist subversion when we called on the French people on 9 February 1934 to participate in 
the demonstration from which the popular front “for bread, peace and freedom" was born. We 
embarked on the path to freedom at the side of the Spanish Republic, which was abandoned 


to Franco and Hitler. We embarked on the path to freedom in 1938 against the Munich 
capitulation, which our party was the only party to oppose -- a fact forgotten by too many 
people. We embarked on the path to freedom until death, and this was the path taken by 


people like Semard, Peri, Catelas, Wodli, Danielle Casanova, Fabien and thousands of other 
resistance workers, who could have said with our Comrade Aragon, "My party has restored 
France's colors to me," and with our Comrade Eluard, "Freedom, I am writing your name." 


Freedom -- The Entire Meaning of Our Struggle 


I do not claim we are an example of human perfection. Perfection does not exist. but I 
state after 61 vears: Our activities have never deviated from the French line of which 
we are the heirs and along which we are determined to continue, without weakening, 

in new and diverse situations. 
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It is not in the least surprising that we are indefectibly attached to all freedoms. 
This attachment has not been dictated by either circumstances or the demands of 
propaganda. I will not even emphasize the fact -- even though it is true -- that it 
springs from our ideal. For above all it is merely a result of what we are, of the 
origins, life, history and individual hopes of all of us, men and women. 


In this hall and on the rostrum I see men and women who are either manual workers, 
office workers, farmers or intellectuals from all over France. Is it not true, 
comrades, that the whole aim of your daily struggle everywhere is to achieve for your- 
selves and for all the men and women belonging to your class and your people a better, 
fairer, more secure and more beautiful life, a freer life and a freer society? 


How long has it taken, how many struggles had to be waged, how many sacrifices have had 
to be made to protect and develop every particle of dignity and every spark of freedom? 
Every time a boss violates a right in his enterprise you communists can be seen on the 
front line, fighting together with the entire party for the freedom of the workers. 
Every time violence, bullying, contempt and intolerance appear in any city, you 
communists can be seen on the front line defending, together with the entire party, the 
freedom of its inhabitants. Every time democracy is violated, diminished or threatened 
at either local or national level, you communists can be seen on the front line defend- 
ing, together with the entire party, the freedom of the citizens. Every time human 
rights and freedoms are crushed anywhere in the world, you communists can be seen on the 
front line defending, together with the entire party, the freedom of peoples. 


This has been the case for 61 years. Let us be proud of the fact that for 61 years 
freedom has been the French Communists’ daily bread. Especially because beginning in 
1920 capitalism has been a hard and profitable teacher for us. By harrying, persecuting 
and excluding us, by subjecting us to repression, witch hunts, bans and either open or 
underhanded ostracism, the capitalist forces have unwittingly helped us to realize still 
better -- even though it was hardly necessary -- the incomparable value of freedom. The 
teaching of those who believe that the workers and peasants are all right as far as work 
is concerned but that management should rather be the concern of other people -- that 
teaching has turned us forever into steadfast supporters of the broadest possible 
democracy or participation and of freedom for one and all. What is more, at a time when 
capital is seeking to break and curtail freedoms so as to save its privileges, we are 


defending these freedoms -- even those that are still occasionally called "bourgeois 
freedoms" -- just as we defend our work tools against the wreckers. We want to main- 
tain, enrich and extend them by means of new freedoms and new rights. We want to do so 


because this is indispensable for implementing socialisn. 


We Have Unreservedly Condemned Stalinism 


Oh, I know -- I can already hear those who proclaim their hatred of socialism in the 
newspapers and on the radio exclaiming, “And what about Stalinism? Have you forgotten 


hal 


that? 





Let's be clear about this: It was the 20th CPSU Congress in 1956 that revealed the 
crimes and dramatic violations of socialist legality committed in the Stalin era. Who 
can mention any other party or government that has so openly criticized its own mistakes 
in public and promised to correct them? As for us French Communists, we have 
unreservedly condemned Stalinism. And if you please, esteemed critics, you who degrade 
liberty by turning it into a propaganda machine against socilaism, what do you accuse 

us of? What responsibility are you trying to make us assume for acts we have not 


committed? We French Communists, from generation to generation, wherever we have been 
-- in meetings or in plants, in the government or in camps -- we have never attacked 
liberties. And not all the parties in France can say as much. I reject your groundless 


accusations. 
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We Provided Constructive Replies to All the Questions We Were Asked 


I reject them all the more as we have studied a draft for a socialist society adapted to 
France today: French socialism, in liberty and by liberty. As an example, let us cite 
some of the questions we have resolved. 


/Alternance?/ We have been saying for 10 years: If the majority of the people withdraw 
their confidence after once giving it, we will respect universal suffrage by stepping down 
from power. You do not make people happy without their support, and even less in opposition 
to it. 


/The one-party system?/ In 1963 Maurice Therez said that to make this a condition for 
socialism is not in line with the traditions, or political habits or the state of society 
in France. 


/Independence of trade unions?/ A 1979 docurent confirmed again that we reject the idea 

of a “transmission belt" between our party and the trade unions. In our opinion, the trade 
unions should be totally independent of the government and the bosses, of the church and the 
parties. 


/Individual and collective freedoms?/ In 1975 we elaborated a “declaration of freedoms" 
entitled /To Live Free/, guaranteeing all the freedoms already gained and the new freedoms 
needed by our people. This declaration, which we intend to insert at the head of the 
constitution, has been submitted by us to the National Assembly and submitted for the French 
people's discussion. Our proposition is still valid. 


/Freedom of conscience?/ Not only do we recognize this in the most explicit way, but our party 
has also had credit since 1934 for breaking with »#rrowminded anticlericalism by extending 

a hand to believers -- which does not rule out, on the other hand, a sincere and open dis- 
cussion with them. As for the secularity of schools, we have always upheld this and we have 
specified since 1970 our opposition to all "official philosophy " 


/Cultural diversity and freedom of creativity?/ In 1966 the Argenteuil Central Committee 
criticized the aspiration to dictate in this sphere and came out againstall limitations of the 
“right of creative workers to research." 


/As for the dictatorship of the proletariat/, our 22d congress marked a logical and decisive 
turning point by deeming that it did not suit France. 


These constructive replies, which the draft resolution takes up, must still be developed, 
completed and deepened by us in an effort at continual theoretical and political elaboration. 
But they define well the bases and perspectives on which and for which our party fights, 

and recruits and educates its members. 


We Want French Socialism, in Liberty and by Liberty 


Obviously this is not in line with the "model" of socialism with which our critics reproach us. 
and which is in the minds, it must be said, of many people who do not know the truth regarding 
our policy and our plan for society. In effect, do not lose sight of the fact that all our 
opponents, given substantial coverage by the media, foist on people as a plain truth a 
caricature of our intentions and our actions. We must show greater perserverance and boldness 
in highlighting convincingly the liberating essence of our plan for society. 

For a long time, it is true, we believed in the existence of a “model,” even if we noted at 
the time the French variations of that model. But we have settled this question rationally 
and rigorously. Socialism cannot be a graft onto the national stem. It is not more a 
question of transplanting a "model" to France, even if it be acclimatized, than it is of 
creating a "model" or a “countermodel” of socialism, It is a question of making the French 
brand of socialism emerge from the national reality of France, from the contradictions and 
hence from the possibilities of French society itself. That is why the French brand of 
socialism we want cannot fail to preserve all France's acquired liberties, while enriching 
them, deepening them and giving them new dimensions. 
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This meets the deepest human aspiration and the deepest social need. I have shown 

this: To implement the immense and innovative task of socialism, it is necessary for 
millions of women and men, whose diversity gives the people their form, to take the helm. 
It is necessary to develop liberty and democracy as never before and to introduce self- 
management. That is true efficacy and the only wav out. 


Socialism Needs Freedom 


Freedom -- what a force! We want it, we need it like we need air to breath: if we are 
to make socialism succeed. 


/Individual freedoms/, to guarantee to every man and woman personally, in private life, 
in their correspondence and conversation, in their movements, the security without which 
they cannot become fully involved and legal guarantees to protect every man and woman 
from tyranny. 


/Freedom of expression, of assembly, of demonstration, of association, of petition/, 

to allow all opinions to make themselves known and to confront each other, to allow 

new ideas, however bold, to be tried out and to make their way. To allow all men and 
women, individually or collectively, to voice their claims, proposals and criticisms to 
all bodies and institutions. 


/Freedom of scientific, literary and artistic creation, freedom of study and publication/, 
to promote the necessary scope for thought and research. 


/Trade union freedoms, including, naturally, the right to strike, the new right to work 
and freedoms at enterprises/, which must develop unprecedentedlyv. 


/Freedom of opportunity for everyone to all public appointments/ and the guarantee of 
the fundamental rights of public office. 


‘Political freedoms/ to enable every man and woman to be a sovereign citizen and to take 
part in the elaboration, execution and monitoring of decisions in all spheres of political, 
economic, soci2l and cultural life. This right of citizens to participate must be 
guaranteed by the right of political parties to exist and organize themselves freely. 

It must also be guaranteed by the democratic election of all deliberating assemblies. 

This means, in our view, the regular holding of elections by free, equal and secret 
universal suffrage, with each citizen having the righ to elect and to be elected. And 
this means elections by proportional representation -- the only electoral system that 
ensures the precise representation of voters. 





/Political freedoms/ to enable the state, as representative of the working people, to 
contribute to the satisfaction of the nation's needs and aspirations. This means, in 
particular, the establishment at all levels of real power for elected assemblies, the 
separation of the executive and the legislature and the rejection of personal power. 


/Local, departmental and regional freedoms/ to develop real decentralization, making it 
possible -- with real powers and means at each level -- to decide evervthing thit can be 
decided at the lowest level, that is, the level closest to the people. Tuis means, in 
particular, true regional power and the development of local self-management. 


And with all this -- allow me to emphasize this point -- /freedom of information/, which 
is a human right in our era and a vital necessity for democracy. In this sphere the 
French still cannot see the arrival of the change they await. Honesty in information and 
pluralism have still to be won in radio and television. The space devoted to people's 
problems, their lives, their questions, their needs, remains very poor. What are we to 
think, for irsttance, of television, a French public service, which goes to plants in 
Poland to question the workers about their freedoms -- this is information -- but never 
enters a French enterprise to ask the same question of our own emplovees -- that is, 

a refusal to inform? Is that freedom? And where do the bans come from? It is important 
to struggle to ensure that radio and television meet modern needs as regards information, 
culture and leisure, guaranteeing the expression of currents of opinion, increasing 
knowledge and developing initiative and responsibility among citizens. 
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I will sum up. The development of freedoms is essential to enable working people, citizens, 
men and women, to make the choices that will cause society to progress according to 

their own aims, by the rhythm and in the forms they themselves decide. This claim to 
freedom for everyone accords today with the interests of the nation against the increasingly 
parasitical class that is crushing and engulfing it. It is the common denominator on the 
basis of which we propose to bring together the most diverse strata of society in order 

to advance together. Tomorrow, I am sure, the French will live, above all, by freedon. 

That is the French brand of socialism ve want. 


4. We Want a New Cultural Renaissance 
The French brand of socialism is also, in our view, a society of culture. 


Promoting culture -- in the broad, strong sense of the word -- is a necessity as regards 
the major objectives of social transformation. 


Social justice? Living life to the full means having access to all the spiritual assets 
born of the development of mankind. It means ensuring that every individual can develop 
or create in himself or herself all possible capacities. 


New growth? A condition of this, as I have said, is the full utilization of knowledge 
and skills, attaching full value to the knowledge and initiative of all members of society. 


Democracy, self-management’? They presuppose that every citizen is capable of assuming 
increasing responsibilities at all levels. 


Thus the socialism we want cannot tolerate cultural poverty any more than material penury. 
Capitalism Mutilates the Human Being 
Where is France in this respect? 


On the one hand it has considerable, original assets: Its historical gains, the traditionally 
high level of research and creation, education and the health system, a very rich diversity, 
millions of qualified intellectuals. Added to that are the extraordinary opportunities 
ofourera. But on the other hand, let us have the courage to say: These gains, which 

are also marked by selfishness and class malthusianism in an inegalitarian society, 
increasingly bear the marks of a decade of crisis, which has ravaging and at times 

dramatic effects in the sphere of culture. 


So to choose the general promotion of culture is to respond tc urgent needs. This is all 
the more necessary in that capitalism traps the development of individuals and social 
relations in an increasingly anachronistic and pernicious threefold division. Capitalism, 
in fact, is the perpetuation of the division between physical labor and intellectual 
labor. It separates the elements of an indissoluble whole, whereas we should be bringing 
knowledge and production, theor~ and practice closer and closer together. Capatalism is 
the perpetuation of the division into social classes. It confines cultural progress to 
a minority, whereas the nation's wealth depends increasingly on the flourishing of all 
the people. Capitalism is the perpetuation of the division within the individual. It 
divides life into a time for alienated labor and a stunted free time, whereas society 
needs individuals who are integrally developed, each of whom aspires increasingly to 
higher, richer personal unity. 


This threefold division mutilates the human being, society, culture itself. Advancing 
toward socialism means liberating the scope of opportunities and new aspirations while 
working to reunify the individual, society and culture in the richest possible diversity. 
That is what we have called a /new cultural Renaissance/. 
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We Vant a New Future for Culture 


A new Renaissance means first of all attacking segregation in all spheres and freeing 
culture to make it the common property of all. It also means new organization of labor. 
And new education, offering everyone multiple opportunities for development, linking life 
to the passion for knowledge and understanding, developing respect for others, solidarity 
and responsibility. 


A new Renaissance also means promoting the development of each individual. The same applies 
to initial education for small children and schoolchildren. And -- a vital issue -- all 
that can be dome to attack the present forms of division between working time and free time 
by means of making working time an opportunity for the expression and development of the 
individual and by means of extending and enriching free time. 


A new Renaissance also means developing culture in all its dimensions. And making an effort 
to place all components of culture and knowledge on an equal footing, simultaneously pro- 
moting the sciences, arts and physical and sports activities. And combating everything 

that subjugates cultural life and creativity to profit and to censorship and self-censorship. 
And helping intellectuals by enlarging their numbers and the social sphere from which they 
originate and by promoting and attaching value to their functions. 


We Want a Fundamental Improvement in Human Relations 


At the same time a new Renaissance means a fundamental improvement in human relations. 
Every man and woman, as we have said, leads his personal life as he wishes. But we must 

be able to say mo to the jungle law, to arrogance, contempt, hatred, violence exerted by 
the stronger against the weak. Moral values did not drop from the skies .ay more than 
freedoms or culture did. Thev are the result of long battles to develop human ties between 
human beings. Like freedoms and culture, these values are attacked, eroded and denied by 
capital. It is important to defend them by updating and perfecting them. The society 

ve want is also -- and can only be -- a fraternal society. Men and women do not aspire to 
the impossible. But they no longer wish to see their capabilities frustrated, to be 

robbed of their time, to be tied to exhausting work and deprived of culture, real leisure, 
personal and family life, friendship and human warmth. They no longer wish to be manipulated 
and exploited. They want to be masters of their own lives. The French brand of socialism 
will be this form of humanism, or it will be nothing. [to be continued] 


APPEAL REJECTED, NATIONALIZATION BILL SIGNED 





LD111728 Paris Domestic Service in French 1700 CMT 11 Feb 82 


[Text] This time it is certain that the nationalizations that the Mauroy government has 
decided on will come into force. The appeal presented by the opposition has been rejected 
by the Constitutional Council and thus the prime minister signed the bill at about 1730 
this evening. 


HERNU CONFIRMS WEAPONS SALES TO NICARAGUA 





NC120916 Paris AFP in English 0907 GMT 12 Feb 82 


[Text] Paris, 12 Feb (AFP) -- French Defence Minister Charles Hernu has confirmed that 
France recently sold 100 air-to-ground missile launchers and 7,000 ground-to-air missiles 
to Nicaragua in keeping with “contracts made by preceding governments.” Mr Hernu, who 

was lunching with members of the diplomatic press, said yesterday that the French Socialist 
government would honour “all the contracts concluded by preceding governments but from 

now on there will be a progressive decrease in arms sales”. 


The defence minister, who preferred to speak of “technical military aid" rather than an 
“arms trade", said that “for friendly countries” this assistance should constitute “a 
factor of increased independence. 
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He said that French military assistance, as vell as supplies of military equipment, would 
involve transfer of technology in certain cases and training of military personnel. He 
said 7,000 officers from other countries vere currently undergoing training in French 
military academies and in some branches of industry. 


Mr Hernu said that for the Socialist government, military assistance was an “act of aid 
and friendship to countries which by and by may draw closer to France”. He said France 
was trying to ensure the “coherence” of its foreign and defence policies and would reject 
efforts by the two superpowers to impose restrictions. France, Mr Hernu said, sust aid 
“friendly nations” to organise their defence against a potential aggressor to prevent 
their “alignment with owe or other of the superpowers”. “France poses no political 
condition and those nations we help choose this form of assistance freely. It is the case 
for Nicaragua and also for Egypt, Iraq and Creece,” Mr Hernu said. 


RELATIONS WITH U.S. "SLIDING TOWARD CRISIS' 








PMO41455 Paris LE FIGARO in French 30-31 Jan 82 p 1 
[Jacques Jacquet-Francillion editorial ] 


[Text] Relations between Paris and Washington are sliding slowly but inexorably toward a 
crisis. One observation should be made already: In 8 months the inconsistencies of our 
diplomacy and its double talk have succeeded in destroying the store of confidence which 
Mitterrand's France automatically enjoyed in Reagan's America. The storm has not yet 
openly broken, but it is rumbling in the secrecy of the chancellories. In private 
conversations people at the highest level in the U.S. administration no longer deny 
feelings of disappointment and bitterness. These reactions have not yet been openly 
reflected in official statements because President Reagan and Alexander Haig, his secretary 
of state, feel it is vital to preserve an appearance of unity in the “Atlantic family” 
while there is still a chance, a faint hope, of loosening by however little the stranglehold 
on the Polish people. 


But behind the facade it is obvious that Washington is finding it increasingly difficult 
to understand us. Francois Mitterrand entered the Elysee stating loud and clear that the 
real danger comes from the East and proclaiming his fidelity to our traditional alliances. 
He spoke that same language to Ronald Reagan at their Yorktown meeting in October. He 
said it even more firmly on 13 December when the Polish military boot crushed Solidarity 
on the Kremlin's orders. 


Nonetheless, it was Francois Mitterrand himself who, without wasting a minute, authorized 
the signing last Friday of a major contract with the Soviet Union for the supply of 
Siberian gas. The U.S. Government does not dispute our right -- what right would it have 
to do so? <= to try to guarantee our energy supplies. Its sole expectation was for us to 
postpone the conclusion of this deal for a while in view of the circumstances or at least 
for its scope to be limited, if only in a very symbolic way. We would not hear of it. 
The Kremlin was in a hurry and might have become angry.... Pierre Mauroy virtually 
admitted that when addressing the assembly. 


Nonetheless, we are still assuring the Americans that they remain our best friends and 
partners. But we are supplying arms to Nicaragua in a region undermined by Soviet-Cuban 
subversion and regarded by Washington as a priority security zone. We have sworn that 
these arms are purely “defensive.” The State Department spokesman replied today that we 
were lying and that, in the Pentagon's view, some of these weapons, missile-launchers, are 
“offensive” in nature. We are denying it, hand on heart, saving that this is not our 
opinion and that, in any case, “the French military equipment supplied to Nicaragua cannot 
be regarded as offensive toward the United States." This is certainly fine rhetoric, a 
perfect masterpiece of diplomatic hypocrisy...but do we hope to be taken seriously for 
long by doing that? 


General de Gaulle distrusted the Americans like the plague. However, in time of danger he 
knew how to keep his word and choose his camp in the national interest. Do people still 
remember that during the Cuban missile crisis he was the first Western head of state to side 
with the United States immediately and unreservedly’? “Change” has been the official watch- 
word since 10 May. God...what a change for France! 
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COLOMBO SEES NO SPLIT IN WEST'S STAND ON POLAND 





AU111600 Rome ANSA in English 1525 GMT 11 Feb 82 


[Text] Rome, 11 Feb (ANSA) -- The Polish crisis has in no way created “divisions” 
among the Western nations, even if there are some differences of opinion over the use of 
sanctions as a political tool in the present situation, according to Italian Foreign 
Minister Emilio Colombo. 


Colombo, who was interviewed for today's edition of the Milanese daily CORRIERE DELLA 
SERA, in Madrid, where he is attending the European Cooperation and Security 

Conference (SCSC), claimed that the West's “assessment of the events has been 
unanimous, just like the analysis of those events.” According to Colombo, “all” the 
Western countries had “certainly” laid responsibility for the crisis at the door of the 
Polish Government, but also at that of “Soviet influence." “On the political assess- 
ment, there are no differences,” the Italian diplomatic chief asserted. "On the 
denunciation of the facts, apart from the more or less accentuated tone that each of us 
has, I think the expressions have been the same.” 


Turning to the more practical question of sanctions, Colombo reminded the CORRIERE that 
Italy's position on the Italo-Soviet agreement for the gasline planned to link Siberia 
and Western Europe was to take out time for reflection. "We Italians have taken our 
position independently,” he said. "What we have called a pause for meditation, a halt 
in the negotiations so as to make a complete assessment of our decisions in relations to 
the scope of the Polish events and the Soviet Union's attitude.” [as received] He also 
pointed out that Italy's position has not changed in the meantime, even though France 
has already signed its leg of the accords with the Soviet Union. 


In other points, Colombo said that no Western country is contemplating breaking off or 
suspending the Soviet-American talks on medium-range missiles in Geneva despite the 
Polish crisis. Im this connection, he recalled the recent Geneva meeting between U.S. 
Secretary of State Alexander Haig and Soviet Foreign Minister Andrey Gromvko. He added 
that the current wave of international tension might lessen if, in Poland, there was a 
return to “dialogue” between the government and the independent trade-union, 
Solidarnosc. “But the real Solidarnosc, not an invented one.” 


GLEMP, OTHER CHURCHMEN DEPART FOR WARSAW 





LDi1554 Vatican City in English to Central and West Europe 1445 GMT 11 Feb 82 


[Text] Rome -- Polish primate Archbishop Jozef Glemp, Cardinal Macharski, archbishop of 
Krakow, and Monsignor Gulbinowicz, archbishop of Wroclaw, left Rome for Warsaw this 
morning on board a Polish National Airline flight. Before leaving, the primate of 
Poland held last-minute talks at Fiumicino Airport with Archbishop Luigi Poggi, 
apostolic nuncio with special responsibilities, and with Mr Kazimierz Szablewski, head 
of the Polish Government's working group for relations with the Holy See. 


Before boarding his aircraft, Monsignor Glemp told journalists: I wish to thank the 
Italian people for the good will they have shown toward us. You have been very kind 
toward us Poles. For his part, Cardinal Macharski, replying to journalists’ questions, 
said that dialogue is the only way which holds good for all nations, for all states and 
forms part of the church's tradition. We added that the church is constantly seeking 
new responses not only in Poland but throughout the world and that our hope is in Jesus 
and it is a human and a Christiar hope. In turn, the archbishop of Wroclaw, Monsignor 
Gulbinowicz, thanked the Italians for the aid thev have provided for Poland. Your aid 
is very important for us, he said, especially for children, for the sick and for the 
elderiy. 


The three Polish church leaders were accompanied on their flight back to Warsaw bv 
Monsignor Domin, auxiliary bishop of Katowice and president of the welfare commission of 
the Polish Episcopate. 
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RECENT CHEYSSON VISIT HARMONIOUS, PRODUCTIVE 





PM111711 Stockholm DACENS NYHETER in Swedish 6 Feb 82 p 6 
[Disa Haastad report: "We Have Much in Common”) 


[Excerpts] Sweden will cooperate with France and draw up an action program on disarma- 
ment. French Fxternal Relations Ministry aides will soon come to Stockholm to begin the 
drafting of a demarche on El Salvador. 


These are the most important long-term results of French External Relations Minister Claude 
Cheysson's visit to Stockholm. However, Swedish Foreign Minister Ola Ullsten was able 

to begin the press conference at the Foreign Ministry with the most spectacular piece of 
mews -- the fact that he and his French counterpart had succeeded in resolving the airline 
conflict [on fares by Air France and SAS]. “Although this was not the only reason 
Cheysson came here,” Ullsten added. 


Claude Cheysson, the first French external relations sinister to visit here since 1966 and 
so far the most important figure from Mitterrand's Socialist government to visit us, 
hastened to say that he was here because Sweden and France have so much in common, have such 
a similar view of foreign policy. This is particularly true of attitudes toward Central 
America, the Third World and the United Nations. 


Poland was, naturally, the first topic raised, and Cheysson's condemnation of the violation 
of human rights in Poland was clear and unambiguous. He had said to the Polish foreign 
minister the day before yesterday that France is now waiting for Jaruzelski to keep his 
promises and lift martial law and free those in prison before there will be any further 
credits for Poland. However, he did not like the word sanctions. Nor could the Polish 
party organ TRYBUNA LUDU entice Cheysson into saying anything negative about Reagan's TV 
spectacular for Poland. “Everything which makes a contribution to the expression of feelings 
and opinions about events in Poland is good in our view,” Cheysson said, and drew on his 


pipe. 


Cheysson was just as clear and unambiguous about £1] Salvador. What is happening there is 

a crime which must be condemned. What people in El Salvador are doing is engaging in a social 
revolt for human rights. And for the most part Ola Ullsten could only agree and say that 

he had similar views. 


But there are differences. For example, France has an advanced nuclear arms expansion 
program. DACENS NYHETER asked if this could be affected by growing popular protests in 
Furope or the current Geneva disarmament negotiations on medium-range nuclear arms in 
Europe. “There are many nuclear arms in East Europe, and we think that the best response 
to the threat is not to sit in a corner and wait until they land on our heads. We do not 
accept that any ally should speak for us -- we want to be completely independent ," Cheysson 
said. We added that if nuclear arms were suddently to be banned France would see itself 
forced to incroase its conventional forces four or five times over inorder to preserve 

the necessary balance. 


However, despite the differences between the two countries, Sweden and France will cooperate 
on an action program for disarmament. Sweden has been invited by France to participate in 
a petition which will later be put forward in the framework of the European Security 
Conference. As it is, Ulleten and Cheysson will meet again there in Madrid next week. 


The cooperation on £l Salvador will take place in the same way: France will send 
diplomats to Stockholm for consultations. 
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PAPANDREOU STATEMENT ON U.S. N-WEAPONS CLARIFIED 





NC120940 Athens MESIMVRINI in Greek 11 Feb 82 p 2 


[Text] The government spokesman yesterday furnished explanations on some “misunderstandings”™ 
arising from Prime Minister Papandreou's interview with Italian television the day before 
yesterday. The spokesman explained that Mr Papandreou's reply to the question on the EEC 

was not properly rendered. He did not say that it will be decided in the spring whether 
Greece will withdraw from the community. He said that by 15 March, Greece (as the prime 
minister also stresSed in Bonn) will submit its proposals to the other members of the 
community regarding the special problems that concern Greece. 


The spokesman also elaborated on passages in Papandreou's interview that referred to the 
question of nuclear weapons in Greece. There are no nuclear weapons at the U.S. bases in 
Greece, he said. Should there be any on Greek territory, they are not stored at the bases, 
but elsewhere. The spokesman also said that the question of the nuclear weapons the Americans 
have in Greece is not connected with the question of the base negotiations. 


He hinted that Mr Papandreou's proposal for establishment of a nuclear-free zone in the 
Balkans still stands. 


NATO Nuclear Weapons 
NC120947 Athens ELEVTHEROTIPIA in Greek 12 Feb 82 pp 1, 16 


[Excerpts] The uuclear weapons in Greece constitute NATO war material and do not belong 

to the United States or to Greece. They are stored at Greek bases under double-lock and 

are guarded by Greeks and Americans under extremely strict security measures. The Americans 
have a key because the United States is the manufacturing country and has worldwide respon- 
sibility for nuclear weapons on the basis of bilateral agreements as well as on the basis 

of a more general NATO agreement. 


Before the nuclear weapons can be used in the event of war, the U.S. President must first 
give his consent, after which the NATO committee must be convened, and when it gives its 
consent it also asks the country in which the nuclear weapons are stored to consent. The 
nuclear weapons cannot be used without the consent of the country in which they are stored. 
The decision to use them is called release of nuclear weapons. 


PAPANDREOU, USSR ENVOY VIEW RELATIONS, CYPRUS 





NC120932 Athens TO VIMA in Greek 11 Feb 82 p 1 


[Text] Prime Minister Papandreou yesterday summoned the Soviet ambassador in Athens, Mr 
Kaboshkin, to Maximos Mansion and discussed with him the entire spectrum of bilateral 
economic and political relations as well as recent Cyprus developments. The prime minister 
outlined the question of pending Greek-Soviet agreements (supply of electricity, construction 
of an alumina plant, supply of natural gas and so forth) and explained the views of the Greek 
Government on a number of foreign policy questions. They also discussed Cyprus developments 
and the Soviet Government's stand on this question. The meeting lasted 35 minutes. 


In the afternoon the Council of Foreign and Defense Affairs met at Kastri. Foreign Minister 
Kharalambopoulos briefed the council members on the developments at the Madrid CSCE session. 
A discussion on the forthcoming visit to West Germany by Deputy Defense Minister Petsos 
followed. In West Germany Mr Petsos will have talks on defense cooperation between the two 
countries in the military industry field. 
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GREECE 


PAPANDREOU DISCUSSES PASOK SOCIALISM WITH DEPUTIES 





NC112030 Athens Armed Forces Radio in Greek 1900 GMT 11 Feb 8? 


[Text] PASOK's accession is a historic change for the country, the prime minister stressed 
to addressing members of the movement's parliamentary group this morning. One of our 

basic views, he stated, is that acceptance of the government by the people is far greater 
than the election percentages, even among those who did not vote for us. Ome reason for 
this is the great wear and tear on the right, which was the result of its policy; in other 
words, its lack of policy, lack of strategy, in all sectors. It is a fact, Papandreou 
added, that for its close followers PASOK meant, and continues to mean, the great change, 

a structural change in Greek society and the economy. 


For the others who support, stand by and express hope in PASOK, there was general agree- 
ment that the country was faced with a dead end on all matters and that if the same men 
who administered the country for decades were once again returned to power this would have 
basically undermined Greece both as a state and as an economy. We are the last hope for 
democratic Greece in the sense that our success or failure will determine not only our 
fate as a party but also the fate of the country. 


One of the major problems facing us is the corrosion of the state apparatus. No matter 
which sector of the state apparatus one may examine, one will see that trafficking, illicit 
trafficking, is the rule. There is a daily attack on the prosecution of the dissenters. 

We have replied: We cannot implement a new policy without staffing kev positions with 
persons who will be not only good technocrats but also believe in the goals, the program 
and the vision of PASOK. In this way we are obliged and under contract to the people to 
proceed with the change of personalities in control of government policy. 


At this point Papandreou observed that he is oblised to conduct a critique of day-to-day 
practices. First of all, he said, it is unworthy and of no help to PASOK to go after petty 
officials. This chase must not be applied to the lower echelons of administration. We 
have no reason to act like avengers. We must not establish the new Creece on the basis 

of going after those who do not agree with us or who in the past acted in a manner we do 
not consider democratic. 


Papandreou then referred to the function of the party in relation to the implementation 

of government policy, and stated: We must not forget that in the same way that the 
movement is essential for the implementation of our long-term goals, it is also dangerous 
to replace the administrative structure, to take the place of and to undermine the govern- 
ment’s policy, through interventions by both local and branch organizations at various 
levels of the government apparatus. It is the responsibility of all of us to deal with 
such interventions with determination. 


In another portion of his address PASOK's chairman observed that a simple glance at the 
new conquests of this period is very impressive. I believe, he stressed, that never 
before have so many changes been brought about during just 3 months. In the sector of 
expanding democracy the recognition of the national resistance movement; abolition of the 
Observances of Hate; granting the vote to 18-year-olds; termination of the maintenance 

of dossiers on citizens -- something which had been established for all sectors, including 
the armed forces, the repatriation of refugees; administrative decentralization; and 

local self-government are only some of the steps along this course. 


The socialism in which we believe is not the social democracy of the West, the beautifica- 
tion of the system or collective bureaucratic socialism. Many elements in our own effort 
can be recognized and can be accepted even by nonsocialists, who, however, share some 
prospects for modernization. This fact perhaps explains the ever-increasing acceptance 

we have among our people. 





VII. 12 Feb 82 Ss 3 GREECE 


This is the third course, if you prefer; the course that relies basically on decentralization 
and peoples participation. This is collective socialism. If withiz one or two 4-year 

terms we manage to reform the state along these lines, then we will have covered the first 
major stage in the implementation of the socialist vision. This is what we must bear in 

mind when we are counting our steps of progress as a government. 


Over and above all this, however, Papandreou continued, the law on administration is a 

basic legislative step. There will be a speedy answer on the question of multiple positions 
and multiple salaries. It is unbelieveable, he observed, what we have discovered as we 
search. There are officials holding eight positions, directors with salaries with 400,000 
drachma per month and much more. 


Our intent is to establish ceiling salary brackets for all state employees. We must also 
conduct a vast struggle against corruption that takes the form of commissions. There is an 
unbelievable sideline economy, there are a very large number of our ‘ellow citizens, an 
ocean one might say. who rob the state through illegal commissions. Consequently, we are 
faced with a vast task of moral purging. 


Speaking on the draft law on university education, Papandreou said this is a revolutionary 
change. There will also be legislative action in the economic sector, he added, such as the new 


law on incentives and the law on agricultural cooperatives. 


Referring to foreign policy, Papandreou said Greece is an important presence in the European 
and Mediterranean areas. For the first time Greece has a national, comprehensive foreign 
policy, he said. We have had the courage, he stressed, to be the first to take this difficult 
road, and now others are following us. 


Papandreou also referred to national defense and other sectors. Many other deputies then 
spoke on the operational character of the parliamentary group. 


BRIEFS 


AMBASSADORS TO ITALY, LIBYA -- The Council of Ministers has approved the appointment of 

Chr. Stremmenos, a Bologna University professor and permanent resident of Italy, as Greece's 
ambassador in Rome. Mr Stremmenos will succeed I. Pesmazoglou, a career diplomat, who is 
retiring. The council also approved the appco{ntment of Emm. Kafetzopoulos, an expert 

on international affairs and a member of the PASOK Central Committee, as ambassador to 
Libya. Kafetzopoulos is succeeding Dhim. Petrounakos, also a career diplomat, who has been 
recalled. According to press reports, it is expected that more "PASOK personalities” will 
be appointed as ambassadors. [Athens ELEVTHEROS KOSMOS in Greek 6 Feb 82 p 1 NC] 
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TURKISH-USSR TEAM MEETS ON BORDER DEMARCATION 





TA1L11659 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1660 GMT 11 Feb 8? 


[Text] The seventh round of talks on the redemarcation of the Turkish-Soviet border near 
the Arpacay dam, which is being constructed jointly by the two countries, began in Ankara 
today. Technical work on the cartography and [word indistinct] methods in connection with 
the agreement initialed in Moscow last July will be concluded during the talks. The text 
of the agreement on the redemarcation of the border will be prepared at the end of the 
joint Turkish-Soviet committee meeting. 


The work on the redemarcation of the border between Turkey and the Soviet Union was conducted 
between 1969 and 1973, and the Turkish-Soviet sea frontier as well as the continental shelf 
were delineated. Following the demarcation of the border at the Arpacay dam, the entire 
delineation of the border between the two countries will be completed in accordance with 
(?modern methods). 


The Turkish delegation at the joint Turkish-Soviet committee is headed by Asaf Ilhan and the 
Soviet delegation is headed by (?Pavel) Kuznetsov. 


JEWISH, ARMENIAN LEADERS MEET WITH PRIME MINISTER 





TA111720 Ankara Domestic Service in Ti rkish 1600 GMT 11 Feb &2 


[Text] The leaders of the Jewish and Armenian communities in Turkey paid a courtesy visit 

to Prime Minister Bulent Ulusu today. Ulusu first received Chief Rabbi David Asseo and later 
Armenian Patriarch Shnork Kaloustian. It was reported that Asseo and Kaloustian conveyed to 
the government good wishes for success from the members of their communities and told the 
prime minister that their communities will be glad to fulfill every duty that befalls them 

in the spirit of unity in the country. 


Before visiting the prime minister, Asseo called on Interior Minister Selahattin Cetiner. 
Asseo said he conveyed to Cetiner his community's feelings of lovalty. In turn, Cetiner 

said: We are convinced that all our citizens will exert efforts through cooperation and unity 
of heart and belief to progress beyond the present goals. Cetiner noted that he is sure the 
Jewish citizens share the same enthusiasm and expressed his cratitude. 


Kaloustian called on Religious Affairs Di-2ctor Tavyar Altikulac. Kaloustian expressed 
pleasure at meeting Altikulac and pointed out that religious leaders occupy an important place 
in the formation of public opinion, the improvement of human ethics and the establishment of an 
atmosphere of tranquillity and security in the country, adding that these leaders aim to raise 
citizens as good persons in every aspect. Kaloustian said all Armenians are living in the 
secular Turkish Republic in prosperity, tranquillity and full religious freedom and without 


any repression. Kaloustian noted that as a religious figure he condemns the murders of 
Turkish representatives abroad and added: No religious figure can condone murder, bloodshed, 
vengeance or the termination with weapons of life given by God. Noting that the perpetrators 


of these murders cannot be human, Kaloustian said: A person who shoots defenseless people 
in the back cannot belong to any nation, race or religion. It is evident who is controlling 
them and who these persons serve. Kaloustian added that the Armenian community is readv to 
do everything possible to encourage the perpetrators of these murders abroad to behave like 
human beings. 


In his turn, Altikulac said human beings must live together in tranquillity, harmony and 
solidarity and show respect for each other's beliefs. Pointing out that he does not view the 
murderers of Turkish diplomats abroad as human beings, Altikulac said: It is impossible 

for a human being -- regardless of his community -- to commit such treacherous deeds and shed 


the blood of innocent persons. 








Nm 
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PIPELINE BLAST SUSPECTS LINKED WITH SYRIA KURDS 








TA1L11348 Istanbul HURRIYET in Turkish 4 Feb 82 p 19 


[Text] Diyarbakir -- It has been reported that the five militants who twice in the past 
blew up the Iraqi-Turkish oil pipeline received the money and the directive to carry out 
the bombings from Kurdish National Unity Party leader Jalal Talabani in Svria. It is 
being alleged that the militants received the time bombs in Syria and were promised up 
to 5 million lira .o carry out the sabotage. Security officials said the time bomb was 
of Soviet make and odded that the KCB could have been involved in the incident. The 
incident was clarified as a result of investigations by a special team assigned by the 
VII Corps and Diyarbakir Martial Law Command. 


Security officials said five persons have been captured so far in connection with the 
bombings of the Turkish-Iraqi pipeline near Kayri village, Idil District, in May 1979 and 
June 1980. They added that Selam Akca, one of the captured militants, was the brains of 
the group, while Ibrahim Genc, who was also captured, had placed the bomb. Under quest ion- 
ing, Genc said they had received both the money and the directive in Syria to carry out 

the sabotage. In the investigation the suspects said they had received the directive 

to blow up the pipeline from Kurdish leader Talabani. Genc, 23, from Yavman village, Idil 
District, Mardin, was taken to the site of incident to show how he placed the bomb. 


RELEASE OF MILITANT IN IRAN ‘POLITICAL SCANDAL" 





TA111250 Istanbul HURRIYET in Turkish 4 Feb 82 p 1 
[Oktay Ozeskici report] 


[Text] Ankara -- Isa Armagan, the rightist Turkish militant captured by chance in Iran 
2 weeks ago, has been released by the court. The decision of the Iranian authorities to 
release Armagan, for whom there is an international arrest warrant by Interpol, has been 
termed here as a political scandal. 


Armagan was arrested in Turkey and charged with being involved in the Balgat murder 
incident in which 5 persons were killed and 12 others wounded. Nevertheless, Armagan 
managed to escape mysteriously from the maximum security Mamak military prison in Ankara 
and cross into Iran. Turkish security officials appealed to the Iranian authorities for 
the recapture of the rightist militant, who was condemned to death by a Turkish military 
court, and made representations to Interpol in Paris on the irresponsible stand of 
Iranian authorities. 


Recalling that the murderer of Balgat had been re’eased once before by the Iranians, 
security officials said: It is unbelieveable thut a criminal has been captured twice 
snd released in both cases. In the first instance it is possible that the Iranians were 
not aware of Armagan's crimes. However, his release for the second time after not only 
Iran but the whole world knew about him is incomprehensible. 
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AUSTRIA 


PAHR CONFERS WITH SED POLITBURO MEMBER IN VIENNA 





AU111123 Vienna WIENER ZEITUNG in German 11 Feb 82 p 3 


[Text] (APA) -- Foreign Minister Willibald Pahr yesterday received SED Politburo member 
Erich Mueckenberger for a talk. According to a report by the GDR news agency ADN, Pahr 

and Mueckenberger, who is also chairman of the SED faction in the GDR People's Chamber, 
noted at the talk that GDR-Austrian relations had developed “very well," and that such 
relations between states with different social systems were acquiring a markedly increasing 
importance particularly during times when the international situation is tense. 


According to ADN, Pahr spoke out against a policy of sanctions and boycott and for the 
continuation of the international dialogue, and reaffirmed his hope for the successful 
continuation of the Madrid CSCE meeting. 


NETHERLANDS 





ARMS EXPORTS SUBJECT TO STRICTER CONTROLS 





PM101145 Rotterdam NRC HANDELSBLAD in Dutch 30 Jan 82 p 1 


[Text] Eindhoven, 30 Jan -- The Netherlands Government wants to make the export of military 
products subject to stricter controls. A draft proposal to this effect will probably be 
ready in September, Defense Ministry Under Secretary Stemerdink said yesterday evening in 
Eindhoven during a debate on the theme "Weapons and Work" organized by the Labor Party's 
Young Socialists. According to Stemerdink, present export regulations are too imprecise: 
"At present firms are not allowed to export any military products to countries in 

conflict situations, but this description is somewhat vague. Moreover, such situations 
can arise overnight.” It was Stemerdink'’s opinion that the export of defense products 
should be limited to the Western nations -- the United States, Canada and Western Furope. 
"In particular, exports to the Third World should be made impossible; they have disastrous 
consequences for the developing countries.” 


Stemerdink thinks his predecessor, Under Secretary van Eekelen, had stimulated the export 

of military products. The previous government had appointed an official to mediate contacts 
between various nations and Netherlands defense materiel firms. The new government has 
allowed this post to fall vacant. 


No More Arms to Turkey This Year 
PM091549 Rotterdam NRC HANDELSBLAD in Dutch 2 Feb 82 p 3 


[Text] The Hague, 2 Feb -- During the course of this year The Netherlands Government will 
give no further support to Turkey through the supply of military materiel or the granting 
of economic aid. This was made clear in written answers to the second chamber from 
Foreign Minister Max van der Stoel. 


In 1979 and 1980 the Turkish Government received two loans, each of 40 million guilders, 
from the Netherlands Government and in 198] a loan of 43 million guilders. In addition, 
a series of 25 F-104G Starfighters with their ground equipment, documentation and spare 
parts have been given to Turkey in the last few years. In the spring of 1981 Turkey 
also received some radar equipment. At present there are no talks in progress about any 
new aid projects. 


The government is also striving to reach a clear position by the end of this quarter on 
economic sanctions against South Africa, van der Stoel said. 

















